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Thanks for tha copies of the FBI field office letters in response to tl>e personal 
raqueats. I enclose a carbon in the event you want to take up what I wll. go into ’.vith 
anyone In '^ivil. On the chance you decide this is a constructive thin to do I will say 
less than 1 can. 

Some of these responses are false. I illustrate with Savannah's )/9/79 

Bi ra i n g h ao's of l/l8 proves nonfoompliance by HQ, the other such field offices of 
1996, and suggests other than the reasons given for claim to coj^ilght withholding for 
the catalogues and the Person's writing on the Bay of Pigs. 

Atlanta admits having recoMs and does not provide copies. Date letter l/l7/7d 

Dallas is stonewalling. They evaded under date of December 30,1977 and delayed 
under date of 1/13/78. If you have not heard from them before you receive this they are 
in non-complianoe. I suggest that if we are ever to bring these things to an end without 
surrendsrlng to lawlessness and Intent to delay me we shpuld proceed with those not 
in compliance when it is clear that they are not. If they need more time they can be in 
eocord with proper procedures and stats it in writing and when they will respond. When 
Dallas acknowledged receipt of the 1^25/77 request under date of \2/yo there would 
appear to be no reasonable need for more time under date of l/l3/70. Absent sonsthing 
out of the usual there should be response by the latest under date of 1/23/78. 

Hew Orleans wrote you the same day, l/l3. It said the request "is being processed as 
quickly as possible." This means that processing was begun and that there is no to 

a need for more time for compliance. I feel about this as X do about Dallas. 

But let us not kid ourselves about the reality. They are checking with HQ and woridjog 
out what is embarraaaing to them they they will seek to withhold if not lie about. Now 
where they lie I may have a few surprises for them. One I m^-ntion with intended ellipsis 
is that they were indiscrete in their quest for a favorable press. I guess I can safely 
add more with regard to hew Orlesnss my 1969 letter to AO Hltcbell about agents' intrusions 
into my life and woric followed reports relayed to me by a friend, /latt Herron, in whom 
I'm sure there was special interjst, ^ is the source of my i^emiMs taped Interviewm of the 
tine of the Aing assassination, his is credited in Prame-Ua . His personal life inclijdes 
such adventuies as being navigator of the ship GreenaarlnyaVCrgan- soinethin/T. of the 
ecologists. *rom whales to nuclear explosions. The FBI insists Its h«j®his office has no 
record of what Watt took there at the time of the 'Hng assassination.On this we now have 
e n ou ^i to leave little doubt that if the FBI was the source of the letter to me from 
Criminal the FBI was not truthful with Criminal. And there io the popular mythology that 
Oarrison and 1 were buddies. 

Be pi-epared for needlAsa privacy claims, •^oiw will be sued to disguise mischief of 
which I have proof, 

I believe these are the kinds of reasons there has been no acknowledgment from some 
offices. They don't know what to do about the nasty business and are awaiting word from 300, 
Those offices whioli have not even written are in intended non-coapliance. Falluro to 
respond, if I am not mistaken, means you can go right to court. I'm willing. If you want 
to persuade or try to persuade people in Washington that eomeofae has to drive those 
trampling elephants out of the jun^s, how about a separate complaint for each office 
not in compliance? If they are going to continue to behave this way daramtlslng it a bit 
might be informative to others who may look back on all of thiB. Ctl»ra like the Congress. 

Or CAO ex a m ining into total eaates of time and money. If not people inside DJ, whose 
interest ia long overdue, ^nleas by their detacbment they declare thtanselves. 


Best 


